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li. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

¯ a. PROJECT TITLE
Lower Mokelumne River Watershed Stewardship Program.

b. PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND PRIMARY ECOLOGICAL OBJECTIVES
The San Joaquin County Resource Conservation District (SJRCD) presents this proposal to

CALFED to implement the Lower Mokelumne River Watershed Stewardship Program (Program or
LMRWSP). The $565,783 Program involves implementing three key elements.

¯ Development and implementation of a community-based stewardship program
¯ Continuation and expansion of an environmental farm plan
¯ Expansion of biological monitoring programs to include neotropical landbirds

For the first element the SJRCD plans to take a community-based ecosystem management
approach to developing a comprehensive plan for the LMRWSP.

The second element of the Program involves the Lodi-Woodbridge Winegrape Commission
(LWWC) developing and implementing Environmental Farm Plans (EFP). EFP’s are documents
prepared by growers with some outside assistance to raise their awareness of the environment on
their farms.

Element three augments East Bay Municipal Utility District’s (EBMUD) biological monitoring
program to include neotropical migratory birds. California State University, Sacramento (CSUS)
will expand and continue the neotropieal bird monitoring program developed by the Point Reyes
Bird Observatory (PRBO) and EBMUD. This monitoring program will provide feedback to the
stewardship plans implemented through the LMRWSP.

Several programs are underway within the Lower Mokelumne River Watershed (LMRW)
including restoration projects, fish passage improvement, research and monitoring, and sustainable
agriculture development. Expansion and improvement of these programs will best be accomplished
through an umbrella stewardship plan that involves stakeholder participation.

e. OVERVIEW OF PROJECT APPROACH, TASKS, AND SCHEDULE
Our approach is to provide a forum of community-based meetings to develop a shared vision

and stewardship plan for the watershed (Task 1 a-d); continue and expand environmental farming
programs in the watershed (Task 2a-e); expand an existing biological monitoring program (Task 3a-
e); and provide incentives for stakeholders to implement stewardship programs developed
cooperatively through the community forum. This Program meets CALFED’s minimum
requirements by complying with all applicable laws and regulations, not prejudicing decisions on
CALFED’s long-term program, and by involving willing landowners and stakeholders only. Each
element is a task that will be implemented simultaneously over a three year period. The Program
consists of three phases implemented over three years (1999-2001), but will continue as it evolves
through community input and biological need.

d. JUSTIFICATION FOR PROJECT FUNDING BY CALFED
Our community-based program implements key provisions for the Lower Mokelumne River

Watershed as expressed in key natural resource restoration and management documents prepared
for the Lower Mokelumne River over the past 7 years, including CALFED’s Ecosystem Restoration
Program Plan (ERPP), Department offish and Game’s Lower Mokelunme River (LMR) Fisheries
Management Plan, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service’s Anadromous Fish Restoration Program
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(AFRP)~ and the LMR Project Joint Settlement Agreement (Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission Project No. 2916-004). Our proposal addresses multiple ecosystem issues and fosters

¯ community involvement in CALFED planning and implementation. Our program involves
participation of a key audience, the agricultural community, which is important to the success of
CALFED program implementaion.

Community involvement in developing a watershed stewardship program has been shown to
result in substantial benefits to stakeholders of the watershed, anadromous fisheries, wildlife, and
riparian ecosystem integrity and diversity (Napa RCD 1996). The LMRWSP is a comprehensive
program that will ultimately protect and enhance priority habitats and priority species by addressing
the primary land use stressors on the Lower Mokelumne River. Our program contributes to
achieving non-flow ERPP targets for the Mokelunme River while developing a sustainable shared
vision for the Lower Mokelumne River. The Program is community-based, contributes to local
watershed stewardship, fosters community involvement in CALFED planning, addresses multiple
ecosystem issues, provides for ongoing implementation, and fosters adaptive management based on
sustainable decision-making.

e. SUMMARY OF BUDGET COSTS AND THIRD PARTY IMPACTS
The total program costs $565,783. Total cost for developing and implementing Element 1 the

LMP,. Watershed Stewardship Program is $95,872; Element 2 the Environmental Farm Plan is
$420,426; and Element 3 expansion of the biological monitoring program to include migratory birds
is $49,485. Phase I (1999), Phase II (2000), and Phase III (2001) costs are $158,940, $203,421, and
$203,422, respectively. EBMUD will provide substantial in-kind services to this Program for
monitoring as well as restoration efforts. No adverse third party impacts from any of the elements
are anticipated, either directly or indirectly.

L APPLICANT QUALIFICATIONS
The SJRCD has successfully administered Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and Natural

Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) grants for the development and implementation of public
outreach and education programs regarding natural resources in San Joaquin County. As the
primary applicant, the SJRCD provides the key element of a non-regulatory entity to encourage
broad based participation in this Program. We have chosen a high quality team based on its
unsurpassed experience and knowledge regarding facilitation, watershed stewardship planning,
public outreach, agriculture, and natural resources in San Joaquin County as well as throughout
California. We believe this team has the best ability to successfully develop and implement this
program.

g.MONITORING AND DATA EVALUATION
EBMUD will provide substantial in-kind services to this Program to conduct monitoring and data

evaluation. The LWWC will monitor and evaluate the influence of the EFP ratings and action plans
on individual vineyards by comparing vineyard inputs before and after EFP action plans were
implemented. CSUS will evaluate, analyze, and incorporate data into existing EBMUD databases.

h. LOCAL SUPPORT/COORDINATION/CALFED COMPATIBILITY
The Lower Mokelumne River Watershed Stewardship Program has a high degree of

implementability. It has widespread support, a high quality team, is consistent with existing
resource management documents, will be coordinated with existing agriculture and natural resource
management programs, and is community-based.
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IV. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

a. PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND APPROACH
The MokehLmne River is the largest of the East-side Delta tributaries. The LMRW is primarily

rtwal and in private ownership. Land uses that include agriculture, grazing, and urbanization are the
primary stressors on the LMRW. Reduction of land use stresses can be accomplished through a
voluntary participation stewardship program developed by stakeholders in the watershed (’Napa
RCD 1996). Local community-based stewardship efforts allow development of watershed
protection and enhancement that more appropriately suits the needs and abilities of watershed
residents. The Lower Mokelunme River Watershed Stewardship Program (LMP, WSP) involves
implementing three key elements.

¯ Development of a community-based stewardship planning program
¯ Continuation and expansion of an environmental farm plan
¯ Expansion of biological monitoring programs

1. Develop Community-Based Stewardship Planning Program
The SJP.CD plans to take an ecosystem management approach to developing a comprehensive

plan for the Lower Mokehimne River Watershed Stewardship Program. Ecosystem management is
a collaborative process that strives to reconcile the promotion of economic opportunities and livable
communities with the conservation of ecological integrity and biodiversity (Keystone Center 1996).
Ecosystem management acknowledges that humans are a part of and have a significant impact on
ecological processes, and that people depend on and must assume responsibility for the ecological,
economic, and social systems where they live (Carr 1995, Alcoze 1996, Keystone Center 1996,
Burnside and Rasmussen 1997). The primary goals of ecosystem management are to:

¯ Maintain ecosystem integrity
¯ Sustain biodiversity and ecosystem processes at a regional scale
¯ Sustain vibrant, livable, and economically diverse human communities
¯ Incorporate distinct community and stakeholder values in the design and implementation of

ecosystem management initiatives
¯ Integrate the ecological, economic, and cultural goals of stakeholders in an ecosystem
The S!RCD will emphasize voluntary participation in this program and monitor stakeholder

participation as a way to measure success of the program. A community-based coalition that
cooperates voluntarily to develop a watershed stewardship plan and participate in its
implementation will assure a plan’s success. Our approach is to provide a forum of community-
based meetings for developing a shared vision and plan for the watershed (Maser 1995, Keystone
1996); continue and expand environmental farming programs in the watershed; expand an existing
biological monitoring program to include CSU Sacramento, Biology Department, volunteers, and
stakeholders along the river; and provide incentives for stakeholders to implement stewardship
programs developed cooperatively through the community forum.

2. Continue and Expand Environmental Farm Plan
The Lodi-Woodbridge Winegrape Commission (LWWC) is North America’s leading

winegrape-producing region, located in the watersheds of the Mokelumne and Cosumnes rivers.
The Commission is made up of all of the winegrape growers in Crush District #11 (650 growers
farming 65,000+ acres of vineyards). Over the past 6 years the LWWC has developed an integrated
farming program (IFP) for winegrapes (Chase 1996; Ohmart 1996, 1997; Walker 1996). The
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LWW’C. plans to adapt a program called the Environmental Farm Plan for the next stage of its IFP
implementation.

The government of Ontario, Canada developed the Environmental Farm Plan program as a pilot
project in 1993. By 1997, 9,000 farmers across the province were actively participating in this
successful program. EFPs are documents prepared by growers with some outside assistance to raise
their awareness of the environment on their farms. During the process of preparing the documents,
landowners highlight environmental strengths on their farms, identify areas of environmental
concern, and set realistic goals to improve environmental conditions according to their own time
tables. Experience has shown that farmers participating in EFPs become actively engaged in
increasing their IFP adoption, which results in non-point source pollution reduction (Agriculture
and Agri-Food Canada 1997).

The LWWC will use the EFP model as a basis for the next stage of implementing an area-wide
IFP by developing comprehensive evaluation tools that will:

¯ Allow growers to quantitatively measure the level of IFP adoption in their vineyards
* Develop action plans to address areas of environmental concern on their farms
* Assist growers in implementing these action plans
The main focal points of the EFP will be reduction of non-point source pollution (e.g.,

pesticides and nitrate fertilizers) and riparian habitat preservation and restoration. The LWWC EFP
program will act as a model for other agricultural groups in the Lower Mokelumne River Watershed
(e.g., orchard, dairy, and rangeland managers).

3. Expand Biological Monitoring Programs
EBMUD Fisheries and Wildlife Division is conducting monitoring of anadromons fisheries,

amphibians, reptiles, raptors, and riparian vegetation along the Lower Mokelumne River. The
PRBO in collaboration with EBMUD and local landowners will be expanding the biological
monitoring program to include migratory birds with an emphasis on neotropical species, in order to
expand the monitoring of riparian vegetation enhancement programs associated with AFRP
funding, CSUS will develop additional sites and continue the neotropical bird monitoring program
started by PRBO and EBMUD. These monitoring programs will provide feedback to the
stewardship plans implemented through the LMRWSP.

Birds will be sampled using the point count method (Vetoer 1985, Ralph et al. 1993, Ralph et al.
1995). Birds will be counted at predetermined fixed points for 10 minutes. All birds seen or heard
will be recorded and their distance from the point estimated. Counts will be done at each point three
to six times per season. An index of abundance will be calculated as the number of birds observed
per count multiplied by 10. The number observed per count is a standard index, and the
multiplicative factor is used simply for ease of results presentation (Ralph and Scott 1981, Morrison
et al. 1987, Morrison et al. 1994).

b. PROPOSED SCOPE OF WORK

Task 1. Develop Community-based Stewardship Planning Program
The SJRCD will coordinate a series of public meetings/workshops to involve local stakeholders

during the development of the LMRWSP. This will happen simultaneously with ongoing programs
being conducted in the watershed. Information from research, restoration, monitoring, and
education programs will be made available to stakeholders throughout the process. These public
forums will be facilitated using Participatory Decision-Making (Kaner et al. 1996). The key values
of Participatory Decision-Making are full participation, mutual understanding, inclusive solutions,
and shared responsibility (Figure I).
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Subtask la. Administration/Coordination. The SJ~CD Board of Directors will perform
necessary program administration, including accounting, monthly billing, program oversight, and
supervision of the Program Coordinator. Loran May will act as temporary Program Coordinator. A
permanent coordinator will be hired on a half-time basis to plan and develop the program.
Snhtask lb. Public Outreach Program. Workshops will be planned and developed by the SJRCD
and program coordinator. Then, a series of 12 public workshops will be condueted over a 12 month
period. These workshops will be approximately four hours in length. Some workshops will be
repeated in three local eommunties to ensure inclusive participation throughout the Lower
Mokelumne Watershed. Number, duration, and content may be adjusted based on stakeholder
feedback and use of adaptive management. Through these workshops, the public will participate in
the development of the LMRWSP. The workshops will be facilitated by KEA Environmental and
hosted by the SJRCD. Workshops will be designed to foster an interactive forum through which the
public, with the SJRCD, will create a Stewardship Program. The anticipated attendance of these
workshops will be approximately 35 to 75 attendees per workshop. Workshop topics will include:

1. What is happening on the Lower Mokelumne River Watershed? An overview on
management practices currently being used in the watershed.

2-3. Developing a Shared Vision. A workshop conducted in small groups to develop a shared
vision including: people’s values, what we must create to produce these values, and the future
resottrce base necessary to sustain this production (see Figure 1). (Held in three locations.)

4. Overall Lower Mokelumne Watershed Shared Vision. Meeting of stakeholders from entire
area to present development of the shared vision, and to merge these into one Shared Vision.
(Held in one location.)

5. Informational Workshop on Established LMRW Programs. Presentation of the
established EFP, AFRP, and ongoing riparian enhancement projects, followed by a workshop
to develop other opportunities to use these programs in the watershed. (Held in one location.)

6. Action Plans. Workshop to develop list of priorities and to determine Action Items for
developing a Stewardship Program. The steps, timelines, and commitments to carry out these
action items will be decided. (Held in one location.)

7-8. Project Meetings. Project meetings will provide opportunities for groups to present their
progress on projects/action items and for fitrther planning and coordination of these
projects/action items. (Held in three locations.)

9. Watershed Management Plan, Workshop to outline the development of a Watershed
Stewardship Plan for the LMRW. Groups will be formed to continue the work on pieces of
this plan.

10. Watershed Management Plan (Continued). Present progress of groups, problem-solve
together, continue group assignments.

11. Watershed Management Plan (Continued). Present progress of groups, problem-solve
together, develop plan for overall document preparation.

12. Public Presentation of the LMRWSP for review. Celebration of community effort.

Snbtask lc. As-needed Technical Assistance. In addition to proposed workshops, the LMWSP
grant will be used to provide a minor amount of as-needed assistance with watershed stewardship
issues. This is intended to clarify information presented at the workshops and to provide landowners
and agency representatives with a forum to seek additional information on issues related to the
workshop series. Assistance may include one or more of the following:

¯ One-on-one telephone assistance with sensitive species or watershed issues
¯ Field visits at the request of the SJRCD Board members to provide technical assistance,

problem-solve, or discuss watershed issues
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Technical assistance and peer review of a Watershed Management Plan developed
through this program

. Subtask Id. Development of Lower Mokelumne River Watershed Stewardship Plan (Plan).
After the first year of Workshops, a committee will be developed from the stakeholders groups to
draft the Plan or Owner’s Manual. The LMRWSP Coordinator will organize the committee attd
direct the process of creating the Plan document. This will occur in year two of the project.

Task 2. Environmental Farm Plan
Subtask 2a. Set up the Management Team that will direct the EFP program. This team will
include LWWC staff, growers, and pest control advisors (PCA’s); San Joaquin and Sacramento
counties’ UCCE viticulture farm advisors; UC Davis; UC Berkeley; NRCS; SJRCD; US EPA
Region IX; EBMUD; Galhi Winery; Bear Creek Winery; and consultants from the national
Farm*A*Syst program. The Management Team determines focus for the EFP based on grower
needs. Potential areas include a) Pest management; b) Riparian habitat preservation and restoration;
c) Soil and nutrition management; d) Water management; and e) Vineyard site assessment.
Subtask 2b. Management team develops positive point rating system for each of the areas of
focus selected in Subtask 2a. Incorporate the rating systems into a workbook to be used by growers
for vineyard rating, which will be done in small, facilitated workshops. Management team develops
education modules in concert with the EFP workbook that growers can use to develop and
implement action plans to address environmental concerns in each area of focus. Modules are to
provide participating growers with technical information for implementing specific IFP practices in
their action plans. These modules may be printed matter, audio, and/ur video material designed to
augment technical assistance provided by EFP personnel.
Subtask 2�. Management team determines the format for workshops to pilot test the EFP rating
systems and education modules. Two pilot workshops are implemented, each with 10-15 LWWC
growers, to test workshop format. Participants will use the EFP workbook to rate one or more of
their vineyards, Participants will then develop action plans for increasing IFP adoption on the rated
vineyards and use the education modules and teetmical assistance of EFP personnel to eart~ out the
action plans.
Subtask 2d. Implement EFP program consisting of 20 workshops, each with 10-15 LWWC
growers. Participants will rate one or more of their vineyards and develop and implement action
plans on these vineyards. Provide on-farm technical assistance for the growers to implement their
EFP action plans.
Subtask 2e. Monitor and evaluate the influence of the EFP ratings and action plans on individual
vineyards by comparing vineyard inputs before and after EFP action plans were implemented.

Task 3.        Expand Biological Monitoring Programs
EBMUD currently has access to several private and public sites along the LMR for conducting
biological monitoring. Working cooperatively with additional private landowners, EBMUD will
expand the number of sites. This makes it necessary to include CSUS to provide assistance.
Subtask 3a. Establish additional point counts along the LMIL Determine sites based on
landowner access. Select and establish sites using Geograpic Positioning System (GPS) and enter
into existing EBMUD databases. Number of stations will be determined based on area of land
adjacent to the river.
Subtask 3b. Conduct vegetation analysis at selected sites for baseline information. Conduct six
point counts per late winter/early spring and late fall/early winter, Conduct reduced counts (2-3)
during summer and winter.
Subtask 3c. Evaluate and analyze data, and incorporate into existing EBMUD databases. The
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database will provide baseline information to LMRWSP to contribute to an understanding of
wotershed health and will aid in the development of watershed management plans.

c. LOCATION AND GEOGRAPHIC BOUNDARIES OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT
The program will be implemented within Sacraraento and Sa~ Joaquin counties in the Lower

Mokelurrme River Watershed between Camanche Dam and its confluence with the Cosumnes River
near Thornton (Figure 2). The program site is located in the Mokelumne River Ecological unit of
the East-side Delta Tributaries Ecological Zone as defined in the ERPP.

d. EXPECTED BENEFITS
Land use stressors in the watershed include agriculture, grazing, and urbanization. A watershed

stewardship plan that brings together stakeholders provides a forum for information and the
development of sustainable watershed management practices. A community-based coalition that
cooperates voluntarily to develop a watershed stewardship plan and participate in its
implementation will assure a plan’s success. Community-based stewardship programs promote
greater creativity in planning and more flexibility in management options for watershed protection.
These efforts allow development ofprotectiun and enhancement programs that more appropriately
suit the needs and abilities of residents.

Our program involves participation of a key audience, the agricultural community, which is
critical to the success of CALFED program implementaion. Community involvement in developing
a watershed stewardship program has been shown to result in substantial benefits to stakeholders of
the watershed, anadromous fisheries, wildlife, and riparian ecosystem integrity and diversity (Napa
RCD 1996).

Primary Streasors to the Lower Mokelumne River that this proposal addressses are water quality
and land use. Agricultural practices can reduce water quality due to increased contaminants from
pesticides and fertilizers. The Environmental Farm Program provides a means to address these
specific stressors and expand it to other agricultural groups in the watershed.

This program will protect, restore, and maintain watershed health using a cooperative approach
to land management. It will benefit instrearn aquatic and shaded riverine habitats, two priority
habitats. The LMRWSP will ultimately benefit primary and secondary priority species including,
but not limited to, fall-run chinook salmon, steelhead trout, and migratory birds.

e. BACKGROUND AND ECOLOGICAL/TECHNICAL JUSTIFICATIONS
As the largest of the East-side Delta tributaries, the Lower Mokelumne River provides an

excellent opportunity to develop a model watershed stewardship program. The majority of land
within the watershed is privately owned. A community-based coalition that cooperates voluntarily
to develop a watershed stewardship plan and participate in its implementation will assure a plan’s
success. A successful stewardship program can act as a model for other watersheds within the
region (Napa RCD 1996).

Several programs are underway within the LMRW including restoration projects (EBMI_YD,
AFRP-CVPIA Funding and NI~CS Wildlife Habitat Improvement Progam), fish passage
improvement (Woodbridge Irrigation District, CALFED Funding), research and monitoring
(EBMUD, PRBO, San Joaquin Audubon Chapter), and sustainable agriculture development (UCCE
and CAFF BIOS Program for Walnuts, LWWC IPM). Expansion and improvement of these
programs will best be accomplished through an umbrella stewardship plan that involves
stakeholders of the watershed.
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The Lower Mokelumne River Watc~hed Siew~dship program has a high degree of
impleme~tal~ilib’ (Fig,~re 3)..It has Widespread suppo~,.a t~gh qnali{y team,.i~"do~gistent with
existing resonNe manag~ent doeumm~ts, a~d.will De coordinated }vi~ existing a~{euIl~re

.:natm~t resourcemanagem~t prepares. One of the keypr~ams"df~he LMRWSP iKthe.EFP

L~VU.h~.beea impI~enting an area-wide IFP forthe past 6 years. It has the infta~ct~e in
.: p~acqto pl~ and eaW out ~e g~es of~voNshop~ required for the EFP prog~ ~d the
¯ *o ~sistgrowers i,~ d~elopingand implementing fl~dr EFP action pl~sc LWWUs I~ e~joys
.~6espread grow~suppog which will ~ure a high level of~wer pg~ieipafiOn. L~VC has
..sect*red hNfthe Nndi~g r~nired tOe~W out lhe"fim~ I8 months of{he ~FP pmg~ (see Table 1.).
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V. COST ESTIS’]ATE .ANDPROJEC’t.".SCI;tEDU[E ...................... _: ........

.BUDGET COSTS

The cost of each eleme~R ofthls program, as weI] as the total cost otall e]e-me~ts is provided m
TE~b]e 1. ~ae cost.estimate to ¯implement Phases I, IL ¯anti Ilt is shmvn in Table 2. The k~tat cost of
{he Lovv~ Mokelum~eRiverWal~;~hedSlew~dship Programfor ihree yearn is $565,783. Costs to
eomple/d EI~en~3 t, .Z.and 3 are $95,872, $420,426,a~d $49A85,. resp~tively. Plmset (t999),
P~a~eIi (2000),.m~d Phage Ht {2001) costs are $ t58,940, $20%421, ~d $2O3,422,.regp~ctiveIy.
We bdieve that each element is an inlegrN component to"ffte overall Program ~d th~efore;at a
¯ ~i~imum P~ase t should be ~mded for¯all dlements_. HOwever, to meet asubst~lial po~iOn~f
CALFED’svisio~ ~br the East-side.Del~a tflbutaries all phases in thig Ptog~m would require Nil

SCHEDULE MILESTONES

TSe overall scope of workwill be conducted in phases.~qthoveftap ocearring betweer~ the tbr~
.Elements (FiN~re 4)..P~se !. (1999): :Eldest .t-The Pubt{eOut~ach.pmgram~ii1 b~deveIoped
ia~d implem~ted. E~om~t 2-eatN~tls~ F2P M~ag~t Team. devet0p rating gSst~, deIen~mg
:.N~at.~d co=duel pilot woNshops. Elemem 3-Deve[op"anO es~abI~sh addilioaN monitoring site~,
¯ conduct ~eotropical NN moni~o~ng. P~ase H (2000)) EIem~t I -Develop LMRWSP~,ner’S
¯ :Manugt,.Etemem .24mpleme~t EFP program,begin monitoring .and evaluation, Elemeat 3-Continue
:monito~ng, evaIuate and ~aI~ data. Phase II] {~001): Elemeat I:Continue Stewardship
:Pm~, offer tech~ieN assislance for implemen{atlon ofP~a~ ¢ompo~enN deveIoped by
/a~hold~rs, revise Owner’~ Manua[based ~n adaptive m~agement,.E~ement 2-Contlnue
.imp~mmIa~iom moNtofing, and eva~uafion,.E?emeg’t3-Continue mo~itbfing"~d Sara evaluation.¯

Bdef{ee~icN ~d ~nancial repots will be submitted on a montllly basis with invoices for
:serdces rendered. Progress r~ofls will summafizepreviogs momh’s activitieg m~.d.provid¢ nm{
)month’s proposed ?chedule for Pin.am aelivitie~...Fin~ciN info~a*ion req~i~ by ~ALFED for
invoiee~Witl be ineI~ded in each r~o~.

Tire LMRWSP, EFP,.anc[ biological monitoring wilI be designed, .developed, andimplemented
.ona cooperative, votuntary partidpatloa baiiswitl~ ~’iIli0.g landownersand stakeholders. :Yheref<Jre,
:t,~adverse *hire[ party i~iipacts from any of the elem~ta are antidpated,.either directty or indirectly.
Substantial community and ecological bermfits are envisioned. The bfologica] monitoring pragram
.}.s ia.plac6,.,’i~d *~e.pmposed e_’,rpansion will be done with f, dt cooperation fi’om private Iand0wnera
irt,~-61ved in establiS .b,.ed restorafior~ ar~dmon~torlng programs.
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....... ~ .... ...~.~ .... ..... .... .......

ā,S ~N tO~KQL~’ (.OUN [ Y RESOURCI,] CONSERVATION D~SrRICT
.The SJRCD fs a special di~tt~ct anthorized by ~he State Legislature and was.formed .t~om ~he
c̄ombination ofi~e Be~ Creek..an~ Traey RCDs in 1989. TheSJRCD has ~even board members tl~at

~.S~RCDhas sacces~fu]ly administered EPA and NRCS g~mt~ for tl~e development and
.implemen~a{ton of public outreach and ed~cat{dn programs regarding natural resources ir~
:Joaqui~ .Cmmty_

¯ SaRCD P¢e~Me~; .~ Meek,.ar.has fa~ed and managed 15rm pmpe~.ies ~1t oghis admit
:.Heb~ew~p in tl~e.S{oekto~ area where his fa{her managed a 3.000 acre f~rm ii~ fl, e Sa~ Joaqu~n
.V~ta ~a U~ig~ k,~a~.& Jo~n ~as~aged 5 {Y,~O acres of citrics,, cot[on and ~ative ~astvre..l~e
se~’e8 ~s"a.toag.o~flcer %r Wells Fargo wtlere hisduties included the appraisal of land
{mprovem~ts for loan and fiuar~eia~ gt~ement pu~oaes, in t982 be went backint6fmning
’L800 ~f his.7 500 a~es in the Delta..JOhn ~0ined fheMcCaRy Com~y ia .Oc.~6ber of t986.~ the.
Geaerat Manager of the Land Managem~* Divas{on. He presently oversees lhe McCa~y
Comp~y’s .acti~{t~ies on ov~ 54~000 acres Of D~lta region pmpmy From {he Stoekton.6f~ce..H~
atso administers a~x .Rec[amaion Digtficts.in the D~Ita

Program Coordinator...Lor~ May is g botamst.gnd wetted ecologist w~lhan ex~ens~ve
. :k~owIedge 0f C~Iifomia flora a~d plant co~mnities..She has moreihaa 9 years of expe~enee.
¯ " conduc6ng botanleat and Wetlands i~vento~es tl~o~ouvthe Centrfil VaIley, .Loran specializes
. resotving.~wironmeaihI issues cot~eem/ng e~danger~ speeies, we0aMs,.and other
.̄resources.. Sheeoordi~at~, developed, ~d implemei~t46 the S.NCDVernaI Po6l Education

... Jo~uJn County wifl~ f~ers~d r~ehm,..TNs pro~a~ is ~ow amode[ tbrM~ee~ ang Marina
¯ County RCDs.

..S~beontraetor.~

~.~~iieSJKCDwit~ ~t~in subcontractors ~o.p~4m tl~e..facitit~iol~ a~d coordination.of the punic
.iavotvmne,.t ~lement of the LMRWSP.. the EFP, and I~e expa~.ded biologieal
:componenL.We bare chosen the team ghox~ j~ Figure 5 because of its.unsu~ass~ expe~ence and
¯ ~knowtedge ~.~g~ing faeitltafion;~ at~ts ~ed slewardsh p planning, p~b[ic outreach, agriculture, and
:~a~urat resouNes in San Joa~uin C0unty.~d throughout Call fomia.. W0 beIieve fl~is team. has the.
b̄es~ abi[i~ to sueees~Nlty devetop ~d imp e~~t NIs

~KEA Envi.~n~ental spedaIizes in providing enviroame~al ~lannlng; and bidio~cal ~d cultural
~so~e s~r~es flm~ughout California_ .~A designs ~6 manages pUbIie participation ~d
infom’mt~on programs re. prayMe ~ngO~ng eppo~unities"for public input..They have facit~tated
.public.meetings a!~d workshops...~nd have.designeq and pre~ed pubtle info~atlo~.al

We~’er ~g ~amed mf~htahoa nstag
d~.ision-ma~ag, ~d conflict prevent~o~fesoiulion..S~e has desired ~d .he~Iitated publid
involvm~t program.for bot~ the Pajam Rive~ and Sequel Creek watershedsh~ central Cati

¯ [n~e.~o~fiwest..~he worked wit~ a~c~lmrat and egvironmeatal ~oupg ~o develop sustainaNe
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~e L~VC is No~ Ameri~’s IeMing Wine~ape-produeing regien,.[ocated.in tim watershe&s of
¯ " ihe Mokdumneand ConsumnesHve~, T~C.ommission i;s madeup ofa!t oft~e wine,ape ~ower~::
¯ ~n Crash D~stn~ M. ~ ; ~a~s~g ~ f 659 ~ow ~ ~ ~mg 65;~f~ z cre~ ~I" sfi n eyed s..~ c~ ~ e p ~t :
" 6 years fl~e L~C ha~ developed a.sneeessfi.~l interred Nm~ing ¯program¯for winegmpe~, .

~ E~,~iro~me~tal Farm Pla~ Coordinator, ChfNr~ P,. Ohma~t h~. a PIt,D. ~a¢~omoto~ from
: U.C, .Berkeley .and a B.S, ¯degree in fores~ from {Re"State U~iversity of New ¯York¯. .No was.a
.principal reseaidin sele~tist in Ausga!ia for 13 ye~s where ~e eoodgct~ resea:~h0a retell.insect
¯ ¯pest managemenL .C iffwas a"pest eontm[ adv~sor for ~ime~at~ pest maaagement e.omp~y {~
. Chi¢o,CatilBmia, .fdr seven ¯},ears heDi~g growem of orchid crops dev~iop~d implies{
~.~nt~t~ peat management pro~s, Heis eu~en{ly Researeh~.M Director ofthe Lodi-
..Woodb~dge Winegv~e Commission. Cliff.assists W~ne~pe ~wers in devdop~ng aad
.i~!~ti~g a~area~vide i~eg~aed {a~ing prepare and iS program m~ag~ got L~C~
:.BioloNca[ty .[nte~ated Fa~ing Syste~ program.. He .is ~ exp~ in developing ~d implementing
:.eommuNW-based integmt~ f~i~.g programs in California, ~ indiealed By ~is .work wifl~ LWWC
..aad I~, poai.tion on the. m~gem~t ~omm.it~~f S~M~i4 Ge~wer~ ~fCa~if~a~gBegt.
:M~ag~.ent Praetl.ees ~mgr~,

Ī~..CAL:~GR~tA g~£ATE U~IVE’RS~T~ SACRA~IENTO

M~gr,~oO B~rd MoB~ormg C~ordinator: LinBe~ H~R i~ ~ ~s~t~mt professor in thg Bio~o~
D̄q~ment ove~eeing graduate.~d~ts m.avaan ecology and ~qldhfe b~o]ogy, .She has e~lenmve ¯

~out~we~*. Linnea has a Ph,D, i~ gqld[ifb E.eologyfrom Vm/ve?aiW of A~zona,.a~ MY& in Witdtand
Resource Science fi’om U,C. gerRet~% and a B,S. in Biology from California Polgeehaic State
Universi*y,.S~ Lu{~ ONspo,

¯ -a, s Sol J aq*,n
"." ~.{.~,,,,[Yh~lta ] ’7 F.m~’~:r b;(okglUml!~ River
¯ progea#, July 2,
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~.. ....... ."COMPL W{ FH STANI)ARD TERJMS ANDCONDITiONS.

Our Program b~s ~e~ dew~oped h~ compIiance wi~h all of.CALFED’~ ~ta~dard t~s
¯ c~nd~tiona.presented in Aaaebme~t.E of the May 199~ PSP,.The SJRCD ha~ reviewed and wift
compI) w[tb CALFED’~ standaN ta~s and conditions, We ca~ aiso work wltl~, anyre:.~onal~ie.
eovtggct te~s that may depend on #~e s~urceof f~nds, W~ ~ndcrstand that {he contract temps
.apply to.anyn~bcontractgwe may enactinto lo complete this work, Wa ha~ ~u~ ~onflictg

perfo~ing th~s work,
We wiIl~mpIy WiN all ~standad claa~e~pmposal requirem¢~ts~’ lhN.our fimded .etements

non-discri~.inafi~n compliance and l~oncolk~siofl, This evidence"is attached tO this submittN, All
appl~eaNesNndard ct~sses and proposal r~uimmeNs will be subt~kted ar compl~ed W~t~ before or

tl~e.si~ing o fthe.~l~al
In addition, the .Proga~ appliCant aM pa~{cipa~[~cotIab~rato~ a~isting in.impl~N~nfi~gthi,~

¯ Prog~N have noreal or perceived conflict of.interest,.and the Program is desired lo comply
.applicable taws and regulations, d~es eot prejudice the alfimate de~Mon on tl~e CAK.EED

~e~ program, a~d involves WiIting,.miunl.aW pa~iclpanls.
L̄etkers ofst~ppo~ for th{s Pro~ are attach~ and idSt~dged as At.tachment.A.
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Au.a~hment E
U.S. Department of the Intedor

Certifications Regarding Debarment, Suspen~Jon and
Other Responsibility Matters, Drug-Free Workplace

Requirements and Lobbying

Pez:sons signing trds form should refer to the regulations Certification Regarding Deberrnent~ SuslDen~ion, Ineligibility
referenced below for complete instnJ~ons: and Voluntary Exoluaion - Lower Tier Covered Traneactions.

(See A~pendix 8 of Subpart D of 43 CFR Part 12.)
Certification Regarding Debarment, Susperaion, and Other
Responsibility Matters - Primary Covered Transactions - The Certification Regarding Drug-Free Workplace Requirements -
Wospecdve pdmmy partldpont further egreee by subndtdng AJtemate L (Grantees Other Than Individuals) and Alternate
thl= Wo~oaal that It will In~ude the clause titled, 11. (Grantee= ~ are Individual=) - (See Appe~x C of
"C~lt4I~tlo~ Rew(g~tg Debarment, Suspension, bellgil~ty Subport D of 43 CFR Part 12|
and Voluntary Exduslco - Low= Tier Coveted Transaction,"
~’ovlded by the depor~tant o~ agency entering i~to tJd= Signature on this form ixovide= far compliance with

covered tranlactlon, without moditicatlen, kt all lower tier
certification requirement~ under 43 CFR Pert~ 12 end 18.

covered uan=acden= and I~ a~ so~cJtatJon= fo~ lower tie~ The certification~ shall be treated as a material

cowered ~aetlen=. see below for language to be used or representation of fact upon which reliance will be placed

use this form for certification and sign. (see Appendix A of when the Department of the Inteder determines to award

Subpart O of 43 CFR Part 12.) the covered transaction, grant, cooperative agreement er
loan.

PART A: CertlficerJon Regarding Debarment, Suspension. a~d Other Raspon~s~ Ibliity Matters -
Pdma~ Coveted Tra.qsactlons

CHECKj~IF THIS CERTIFICATION/.S FOR A PR/,~4RY COVF_RED TRAN..RACTION AND I$ APPUD, ABLF.

(1) The prospective primary participant certifies to the best of its k~owLsdge and belief, that it and its principals;

Is) Ate not Ixesently debarred, suspended, proposed for debarment, declared ineligible, or voluntarily excluded by
any Federal department or agency;

(hi Have not within a three-year period preceding this proposal been convicted of or had a civil judgment rendered
against them for commission of fraud or a criminal offense in connection with obtaining, attempting to obtain,
or periorming a public (Federal, State or local) transaction or contract under a public transaction; violation of
Federal or State antitrust statutes or commission of embezzlement, theft, forgery, bribery, falsification or
destruction of records, making false statements, or receiving stolen property;

(c) Are not presently indicted for or otherwise cdminslly or civilly charged by a governmental entity (Federal, State
or local) with commission of any of the offenses enumerated in paragraph (1)(b) of this ceil)cation; and

(d} Have not within a three-year period preceding this applicaUon/proposal had one or more’public transactions
(Federal, State or local) terminated for cause or default.

(2) Where the prospective primary participant is unable to certify to any of the statements in this ce~ification, such
prospective garlic)pant shall attach an explanation to this proposal.

PART 8: Certification Regsrding Debarment, Suspension, Ineligibility and Voluntary Exclusion -
Lower Tier Covered Transactions

CHECK__IF THIS CERTIF/CA TION IS FOR A LOWER TIER COVERED TRANSACTION AND IS APPLICABLE.

(1) The prospective lower tier partlcipant certifies, by submission of this proposal, that neither it nor its principals Is presenUy
debarred, suspended, proposed for debarment, declared ineligible, or voluntarily excluded from participation in this
transaction by any Federal department or agency.

(2) Where the prospective lower tier participant is unable to certify to any of the statements in this certification, such
prospective participant shall attach an explanation to this proposal.
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CHEU...K ’.~IF THIS CF--R TIRCA lION Id, FOR AN APPLIC.4NT WHO 13 NO T AN INDIVIDUAL.

AJternate I. (Grantees Other Than Individuals)

A. The grantee certifies that it will or continue to provide a drug-free wod~01ace by:

(a) Publishing a statement notifying employees that the unlawful manufacture, distribution, dispensing, possession,
or use of a controlled substance is prohibited in the g~ntee’s workolace and specifying the actions that will he
taken.,again~t employees for vlola~on of such prohibil~on;

(b) E~.abliahing an ongoing dnJgofree awareness wogram to inform employees about-
(1} The danger’s of d~g abuse in the wedq~lace;
12) The grantee’s policy of maintaining ¯ drug-free wod~place;
(3) ~ available dn~l cotmsbllng, rehabilitation, and employee aeslstance programs; and
(4) The pe~alt~e= tttat may be imposed upon en~oyees for drug abu~ violation~ o~curring in th~ workplace;

(c) Making it a requiram~t tt~t each employee to be engaged in the performance of the grant be given
statement required by paragraph

|d| Notifying the employee in the statement required by pauagraph (a) ~ as a condition of employment under the
grant, the employce will -
(1) Abide by the terms of the statement; and
(2) Notify the employer in wri~ng of t~s o~ he~ conviction for a violation of s criminal d~ug statute

occu~ in the wod~o/aca no late~ than f’we calendar days after such conviction;

Notifying the agency in wdting, witNn ten calendar days after receiving n~tice u~er sub~ragraph (d)(2| from
an employee or otherwise mcoiving actual notice of such conviction. Employers of convicted employees muSt
provide notice, including position title, to ever grant officer on whose grant activiW the convicted employee was
worldng, unless the Federal agency has designated a central point for the receipt of such notices. Notice shall
include the identification numbers(s) of each affected grant;

if) Taldng one of the following actions, within 30 calendar days of receiving notice under subparagraph (d)(2}, with
respect to any employee who is so convicted -
(1 }           Taldng appropr~ato personnel ac0o~ against such an employee, up to and including termination,

consistent with the requirements of the Rehat~ilitat~on Act of 1973, as amended; or
(2) Requiring such employee to participate satisfactorily in a duag abuse assistance or rehabilitation

program approved for such purposes by a Federal, State, or local health, law enforcement, or other
appropriate agency;

{g) Matting a good faith effort to continue to maintain a drug-free workplace tivough implementation of paragraphs
la) (bh (c), (d), lel and (fL

B. The grantee may insert in the space provided below the site(s for the performance of wod~ done in connection with the
specific grant:

Race of Performance (Street address, city, county, state, zip codel
1222 Monoco CT., Suite 23

Son Jooquin County
Stockton, CA 95207-6742

Check__if there are workplaces on file that are not identified here.

PART D: (~er~ification Reqerdinq Druq-Free Workolece.Requlremenfe

CHECK. JF THI3 CERTIF/CATION 13 FORANAPPUCANT WHO/3 AN INDIVIDUAL,

Alternate II. (Grantees Who Are Individuals)

(a) The grantee certifies that, as a condition of the grant, he or she will.not engage in the unlawful manufacture,
distribution, dispensing, possession, or use of a controlled substance in conducting any activity with the grant;

(b) If convicted of a criminal drug offense resu/ting from a violation occurring during the conduct of any grant activity,
he or she w&lt report the conviction, in writing, within 10 calendar days of the conviction, to the grant officer or
other designee, unless the Federal agency designates a central point for the receipt of such no~i~es. When notice
is made to such a central point, it shat~ inolude the identification numbef{s~ of each affected grant.
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PART E: Certification Regerdlng Lobbying
CenlfiuetJon fo~ Co~tracts, Gt~, L~, ~ ~madve

~E AMdU~ ~C~ ~ I ~,~: A ~L G~ OR COOP~ T~E A GR£~;

The undersigned certifies, to the best of his or her knowledge and belief, that~

(1) No Federal appropriated funds have been paid or will be paid, by Or on behalf of the undersigned, to any person for
influencing or a~tempting to influence an officer or employee of an agency, a Member of Congress, and officer or
employee of Congress, or an employee of a Member of Congress in connection with the awerding of any Federal
contract, the making of any Federal grant, the making of any Federal loan, the entering into of any cooperative
agreement, and the extension, continuation, renewal, amendment, or modification of any Federal contract, grant, loan,
or cooperative agreement.

(2) If any funds other than Federal appropriated funda have been paid or will be paid to any person for influencing or
attempting to influence an officer or employee of any agency, a Member of Congress, an officer or employee of
Congress, or an employee of a Member of Congress in connection with this Federal contract, grant, loan, or cooperative
agreement, the undersigned shall complete and submit Standard Form-LLL, "Disclosure Form to Report Lobbying," in
accordance with its iRstructions.

(3] The undersigned shall require that the language of th~s co~ficatJon be included in the award documents for all subawerda
at all tiers (including subcontracts, subgrants, and contracts under grants, loans, and cooperative agreements} and that
all subrecipients shall certify accordingly.

This certification is a material representation of fact upon which reliance was placed when this transaction was made or
entered into. Submission of this certification is a prerequisite for maldng or entering into this transaction imposed by Section
1352, title 31, U.S. Code. Any person whe fails to file the required certification shall be subject to a civil penalty of not less
than $10,000 and not more than $100,000 for each such failure.

As the authorized certifying official, I hereby certify that the above specified certifications are true.

San Joaquin County Resource C~ervation District

TYPED NAME AND TITLE

D,TE /
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ATTACHMENT A

Letters of Support
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JUN ~ ’9~ 15:47    FROM USDQ STOCkTON,CA PQGEo~@~

EAST BAY
MUNICIPAL UTILITY DISTRICT

June 26. 1998

John B. Meek,
San Joaq~in County Resource Conservation District
1222 Monaco Court, #23
Stockton, CA 95207

Dear Mr.

Thank you.very much for the oppor~ity to review your PrOPosal to
consensu,~based watershcd plan for the lower Mokelumne Rivet. The District is
supPort}ve Of such a community,based program that in21~ements non-flow riparian
rehabilitation and c.ompatibte land use a~fivides to enhance and protect the lower
Mokelumne River. The District’s proposed Lower Mokelunm~ River Joint Settlement
Agr~-ment ffERC Project No. 2916-004), which provides proteofion and enhancement
for the anadromou~ ~]shery and ecosyst~n of fi~c lower Mokelurane FAver, enco~es
cooperatj.v¢ a~tto~ such as your pro~d to achieve and ma~tain these objectives over
time.

Togvtl~r with the District’s proposed Lower Mokelumn¢ ]~iver Joint Set’dement
Agroement and the Woodbridge Irrigation DistricVC~ty of Lodi’s Lower Mokelumne
l~vcr Rzstoration Program, wHch is aI~dy in progre~, the funding anct implememation
of your proposal will r~sult in substantial fia’ther progr~s h~ achieving the CALFED
Vision for ~c Moke[umn~ P~iver.

I offer thc DL~ic~’s full so4~rt and ooopera~on in developing the propo~e~ plan, and
encourage other stake:holders in the lower Mok~lumne River to suppo~ your efforts.

Very truly, yours,

D~ak~ M. I~errter

DMD:JMS:jms

** TOTRL PQGE.@02 **
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Community

~"~’-~ 21kllian c e ~i t h

Jun~ 2~, ~8

John B. M~k
San ]oaquin Cowry Resource Co~rvation District
I~2 Monaco Co~, 023
S~ckto~ CA 95207

Dear John,

The Community Alliance with Family Farmers supports the development of a
community bas~i watershed management plan for the lower Mokelumne River
Watershed. A watersho:t planning process which involves the local agricultural
commmaity will complement other CAFF-sponsored activities in the arca, especially
our Biologically Integrated Orchard Systems (BIOS) program.

CAFF’s BIOS program provides information and t~dx,dca[ support to Central Valley
almond and walnut ~rowers who want to reduce their relimace on pc-~ticid~s and
synthetic fertLlizers. The BIOS approach to orchard management includes
techniques such as planting cover crops, using biological control for pest
management, and creating on-farm habitat for beneficial insects and wildlife. CAFF
currently sponsors ma almond BIOS project in San Joaquin County. We have
recently begma working with local walnut growers, some of whom farm in the
lower Mokelumne River Watershed.

The San Ioaquin B[O$ project already enjoys collaborative relationships with many
Mok~lumne River Watershed stakeholders, including almond artd walnut growers,
pest control advisors~ UC Cooperative Extension, East Bay MUD, the USDA Natural
Resources Cor~ezvation Service and Delta College. These partnerships have ettabled
as to pool resources, services and outreach e~forts to provide the maximum possible
support to almond and walnut growers who want to farm with fewer chemicals.

It is our belief that the resource stewardship issues within the lower Mokelumne
River Watershed can be most effectively addressed through a community based
effort that involves the agricultural operators who farm in the watershed.

Sincerely,

Progrsm Director

P,O. Box 363    Davis, CA    95617
ph: 91~/7~6-8~18 fax: 916/756-7857 e-raail: caff~caff.org www.caff.org

TOTAL P. 02
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LIST OF ACRONYMS

AFRP Anadromous Fish Restoration Program

CSUS California State University, Sacramento

EBMUD East Bay Municipal Utility District

EFP Environmental Farm Plan

EPA Environmental Protection Agency

ERPP Ecosystem Restoration Program Plan

IFP Integrated Farm Plan

LMR Lower Mokelumne River

LMRW Lower Mokelumne River Watershed

LMRWSP Lower Mokelumne River Watershed Stewardship Program

LWWC Lodi-Woodbridge Winegrape Commission

NRCS Natural Resources Conservation Service

PRBO Point Reyes Bird Observatory

SJRCD San ~’oaquin County Resource Conservation District
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